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Response to Comment G17-68
The implementation of HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy) will avoid impacts from the Project to
fish and to fish-eating birds. For additional information see the Master
Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-69
The implementation of HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy) will avoid impacts from the Project to
fish and to fish-eating birds. For additional information see the Master
Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-70
The implementation of HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea
Habitat Conservation Strategy) will avoid impacts from the Project to
fish and to fish-eating birds. For additional information see the Master
Response on Biology Approach to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-71
With the implementation of  the Salton Sea Habitat Conservation
Strategy as described in the Master Response on Biology Approach
to Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy (in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS), the elevation of the Salton Sea will not begin to decline until
at least the Year 2030, and the ultimate elevation under the Proposed
Project would be approximately -240 ft msl, reducing the surface area
of the Salton Sea by approximately 16,000 acres (or 25 square miles).
This is one-quarter of the reduction that was projected under HCP
Approach 1. As the commenter states, primary recreation use of the
Sea is associated with the fishery. The Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy mitigates Project impacts to fish. Since it can be
assumed that recreation use would decline under the Baseline once
fish are no longer able to reproduce, the Project impacts associated
with the decline in surface area are still not considered to be significant.

Response to Comment G17-72
Please refer to the Master Response on Biology  Approach to the
Salton Sea Habitat Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-73
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-74
Refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality
Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-75
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-76
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-77
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Wind
Conditions at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-78
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-79
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan and Air Quality−− Health Effects
Associated with Dust Emissions in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-80
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Wind Conditions
at the Salton Sea in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-81
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Salton Sea Air
Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-82
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Emissions from
Construction of Conservation Measures and Air Quality−− Aggregate
Emissions from the Salton Sea, Fallowing and Construction in Section 3
of this Final EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-83
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Emissions from
Construction of Conservation Measures and Air Quality−− Aggregate
Emissions from the Salton Sea, Fallowing, and Construction in Section
3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-84
Please refer to the Master Response on Air Quality Emissions from
Construction of Conservation Measures in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-85
Watering of excavated or exposed soil during construction activities is a
widely accepted and effective measure for reducing dust emissions.
Since the water volumes involved are quite small, significant runoff or
associated water quality impacts are unlikely.

Response to Comment G17-86
Please refer to the Master Responses on Air Quality−−Emissions from
Construction of Conservation Measures and Air Quality−− Consistency
with the State Implementation Plan for PM10 in Section 3 of this Final
EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-87
Equipment exhaust emissions estimated for construction of
conservation measures for transfer (maximum estimated annual
amount for conservation of 20 KAFY) should not be summed with
potential equipment exhaust emissions for construction of conservation
measures for HCP Approach 2 (now referred to as Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy) (maximum estimated annual amount for
conservation of 12 KAFY). Make-up water for HCP Approach 2 will not
be produced through conservation measures.
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Response to Comment G17-88
Please refer to the  on Air Quality Salton Sea Air Quality Monitoring and Mitigation Plan in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-89
As stated in the Draft EIR/EIS, odors in the Salton Sea are most likely primarily associated with the effects of eutrophication. Eutrophication occurs as a result of nutrient inflows from
agricultural drainage. In this process, algae production is limited by the availability of phosphorus. When the algae respire, dissolved oxygen is consumed from the Sea. Dissolved
oxygen deficits are thought to be responsible for fish die-offs which contribute to odor problems at the Salton Sea. Decomposition and sulfate reduction processes are also likely
contributors to odors. TMDLs for phosphates in the New and Alamo Rivers are expected to be proposed to reduce loading of phosphates in the Salton Sea. Implementation of these
TMDLs could be expected to result in reduced odor occurrences. Refer to the  on Hydrology -TMDLs in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

With the Proposed Project, implementation of the Salton Sea Conservation Strategy will maintain Baseline inflows into the Sea until about 2035. Depending on the source water used
for mitigation water, the loading of phosphates could remain the same as the Baseline or be improved. After 2030, when IID's obligation to maintain salinity levels in the Salton Sea at
Baseline conditions ceases, inflows to the Salton Sea will fall below Baseline levels. At that point, unless a Restoration Project has been successfully implemented, it is expected that
the fishery will have ceased to reproduce and will no longer exist. Thus odors from fish die-offs will not be a factor. Also, after 2035, inflows to the Sea will be reduced, also reducing the
loading of phosphorus into the Salton Sea. Although the Sea will be decreasing in size at the same the time flows are reduced, the effects of the implementation of the TMDLs could
result in an improved condition in terms of the loading of TMDLs in relationship to the amount of water in the Sea.

Given the complexity of the interrelationship of phosphate inputs, water quantity and water quality, it is not possible to quantify a change in odor that could be expected from
implementation of the Project. However, compared to the existing condition and projected ongoing eutrophication conditions at the Salton Sea, the effects of the Proposed Project on
odors is expected to be less than significant, as stated in the Draft EIR/EIS.
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Response to Comment G17-90
Please refer to the  on Biology  Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-91
See response to Comment R5-6.

Response to Comment G17-92
Please refer to the  on Biology  Approach to the Salton Sea Habitat
Conservation Strategy in Section 3 of this Final EIR/EIS.

Response to Comment G17-93
The comment correctly characterizes the description of cumulative
impacts under CEQA. No response required.
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Response to Comment G17-94
The comment correctly characterizes the methods for describing
cumulative impacts under CEQA. No response is required.

Response to Comment G17-95
With the exception of the significant, unavoidable cumulative impact to
agricultural resources, which was identified in Chapter 5 of the Draft
EIR/EIS, the cumulative impact analysis did not find any new significant
impacts that are not already significant impacts of the Proposed Project
by itself, and are being mitigated by the Lead Agencies to the extent
feasible. Implementation of the HCP, and other mitigation measures set
forth in the Draft and Final EIR/EIS, will reduce Proposed Project-
related significant impacts to a level that is less than cumulatively
considerable. Significant, unavoidable impacts will, however, remain
significant and unavoidable. Please refer to Comment S5-48.

Response to Comment G17-96
We do not agree with the comment that the proposed water diversion of
300 KAFY will forever prevent Parker Dam from maximizing its power
generation capability. Reclamation will continue to daily maximize
generation at Parker Dam as it has in the past. During average year
conditions Parker would be affected by the 300 KAF of water diversions
but this does not mean that Parker Dam would be prevented from
maximizing its power generation.

Improvements to generation facilities at Parker Dam are planned that
will largely mitigate the loss of generation. These improvements will
move forward regardless of the outcome of the proposed water
transfers.

The 19.5 MWh Parker Dam generation decrease number cited in your
comment should be 19,200 MWh as stated in Section 3.12.4.3 in the
Draft EIR/EIS. The 19,200 MWh is in reference to all the generation
produced at Parker Dam. Parker Dam generation is split 50/50 between
Reclamation and MWD. Reclamation's share of energy is part of the
Parker - Davis Project (P-DP) and is used for Project Use Power and
preference power sold to firm electric contractors in Nevada, Arizona
and a small percentage to California. MWD's share of Parker Dam
energy is used to pump Colorado River water through the Colorado
River Aqueduct.
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